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© 28" Muarch, 2023

SCANNED
KPST.
Peshawar

Counscl for the appellant present. Mr. Fazal Shah

Mohmand, Addl. A.G alongwith Noor Baz Khan, Inspector

for the respondents present.

Representative  of  the  respondents  submitted
reply/comments which is placed on file and a copy wherceof
handed over to learmed counsel for the ~appellant.

Representative of the respondents requested for time to

deposit. the cost of Rs. 5000/- as ordered on 07.02.2023.

Request is accepted. He is directed to deposit the cost on’

the next date. To come up for rejoinder, if any, and

arguments on 01.06.2023 before the D.B. Parcha Peshi

eiven to the parties.

)

(Farecha Paul)
Member(E)



20.12.2022

S

jemgqsad
1B
A3aINNVO

07" Feb. 2023

Additional Ad vocate General

- . chly/(,omnmnls on behalf of
BCANNED. .

KPST___
Peshawar

Nemo for the

despite lasy chance. On the re

Leérned Eounéei -vfo-r the appellant present. Mr.

Muhamﬁad Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General for

the respondents present and seéks further time for
submission of reply/comments. Last opportunity given. In
case the last chance as given is not availed, the next
adjournment shall be subject to prior payment of cost of
Rs. 5000/-. Adjourned. To come up for submissiqn of
reply/comments on 07.02.2023 before the S.B.

7

(Salah-Ud-Din)
Member (J)

appellant. My, Uzair Azam Khan, learned
v‘tor the respondents present.
i I" ’ i ' : : .

foud 1

the respondents. not subm:ttcd

quest of learned. AAG another

-Chance is given to the mxpondgnls to submit Ieply/commcms on

the next date.

of Rs 5000/— as ordere

’L_'h_c S.B.

To come up for wnltcn rcply/comment% and ‘cost

cred on 20._12.2022, on 28.03.2023 before

4
(Fareela Pa )
‘Member(E)

-

- T e

.
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17.10.2022 Junior to coﬁnsél_.for appellant present.
, éz\ &) v Naseer Ud ‘Din Shah, learned Assistant Advocate General

AN ‘pw@_

v ) \4 v present. Nemo for respondents.
U & AN . ' . A .
‘ﬂt)ﬂ *xk' @;@ Reply not submitted. On the preceding date, office was directed

: Y
i# g@‘ g@ )@’ to issue notice to respondents but due to non-availability of postal

%@ %3;,"‘"’

18.11.2022

Kz

P@sﬁ;‘i'i‘

awa

tickets, process could not be issued. Appellant is directed to “do the
needful and notices be issued to respondents for 18.11.2022 before

S.B.

e -
game e v 4
.

Eon, e
‘-Jifﬁ*f' Fid

(Rozina Rehman)
Member (J). -

Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah
Khattak, Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. Riaz, Inspector for

the respondents present.

.+ : Reply/comment$ ' on ~behalf of respondents not submitted.

Representative of the respondents requested for time to* subfinit
reply/comments. Adjoumg(i.; " To. .come up. for" reply/comments.. on

15

SCANNED 361122022 before D.B.

(Mian Muhammad)
Member (E)

e v b
PoRmpel

s



. s
15.07.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present and submltted an '?
IM nev apphcatlon for extension of time to deposit security and process |
6%/’ \‘ l) ~ fee. Applicant is allowed and learned counsel for the ‘appellant is
A /v{f" o directed to deposit securlty and process fee within (03) days,
o / - thereatter notices be issued to the respondents for submission of

‘_”,\{Depos'\\ed : reply/comments Adjourned To come up for reply/comments
1y & Provess 8o
‘geouiity @ ). before the SBon 02.09.2022.

/
1Y
,5/%/
(MIAN MUHAMMAD). .
MEMBER (E)
02.09.2022 Nemo for the appellant. Mr. Naseer-Ud-Din Shah, Assistant
. A . ‘
0) wq{ " ﬁ/ bp *W dvocate General for the respondents present o
" :
w@.; ‘ é /% g ‘ Reply/comments on behalf of respondents not submittgd.
#w \IL’(] Learned Assistant Advocate General seeks time to contact the
W‘ﬂ 8!:‘\:\0‘ respondents for submission of reply/comments. Notice be issued to .
BN o
“\“/0’“ 0)\{) the appeliant and his counsel to attend the court on the next date.
: "O&b Adjourned. To come up for reply/comments on’ 17.10.2022 before

S.B.

(Mian Muhammad)
Member (E)



16.02.2022 ' Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the
Tribuna-l is defunct, there‘fore; case 1S adj(')urllled 10

11.05.2022 for.the same as be:t‘ore.

11.05.2022 Appellant present through counsel. Preliminary

arguments heard. Record perused.
alie

Points ralsed need consrderatlon Instant appeal is
admitted for regular hearing subject to all legal
objections. The appeliant is directed to deposit security
and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notice be -
issued to. respondents for submission of written

reply/comments. To come up for reply/comments on

15.07.2022 before S.B.
) \




N
Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of | '
Case No.- 7722 /2021
S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with sigﬁature of judge
' proceedings : g
1 2 . 3
' 1 . 03/11/2021 The appeal of Mr. Rasheed . Ahmad resubmitted today by
Mr. Arif Ullah Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put
up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please. - ‘7\ ‘
-
REGISTRAR
7. ) This case is entrusted to S. Bench at Peshawar for preliminary
hearing to be put up there on }I[D'/y .
. CHAI ]
21.12.2021 Junior to counsel for appellant present.
Lawyers are on general strike, therefore, case is
> adjourned to 16.02.2022 for preliminary hearing before S.B.

¢

“(Rozina Rehman)
Member (J)

wdtid



The appeal of Mr. Rasheed Ahmad S/O Dost Muhammad, R/O Gandagir Dir Upper,
presently serving as Constable Belt No. 1119, DPO Dir Upper received today i.e. on 18.10.2021
_is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for

completion and resubmission within 15 days.
N '

1.
2.
3.

Check list is not attached with the appeal. _

Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexure marks.

Departmental Appeal to DIG, Copy of Judgment, Order dated 14/10/2016, Order
dated ~22/04/2016 Page no 16, 18 and 19 attached with the appeal are illegible
which may be replaced by legible/better one.

Certificate be given to the effect that the appellantlhas not been filed any service
appeal earlier on the subject matter before this Tribunal. : ‘
Five more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect
may a|,so be submitted with the appeal.

No._ &/@(’H’/ /ST,

Dt. ;gzjfgo /2021 | |
A

REGISTRAR /

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA'
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Arif Ullah Adv.

High Court Pesh.




BEFORE THE LEARNED

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. .7722-fj2021

Rasheed Ahmad

Wakalat Nama

(Appellant) _
VERSUS
~ Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa etc.
| (Respondents)
INDEX |
- .
No. Documents Annex: . Page No.
1 | Memo of appeal 1-4
2 | Affidavit - 5.
3 | Copy of judgment of service tribunal 3 —q
4 | Copies of the denove inquiry aﬁd order '
5 | Copy of Order dated 13.09.2021
6

Through

Dated: 18.10.2021

l
w

- Muhammad Zia Ullah

Appellan

Syed Zia Ur Rehman ﬁ" _/J

Advocates High Court, f
Peshawar
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* BEFORE THE LEARNED |
SERVICE TRBUNAL, PESHAWAR

f,., '.I

Service Appeal No._ /2021

o d

~ Rasheed Ahmad S/o Dost Muhammad
R/o Gandag:r Dir Upper presently serving as Constable Belt No
1119, DPO Dir Upper

| | (Appellant)

VERSUS

1)  Inspector General of 'Poiice, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
2)  Regional Police Officer Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat
3)  District Police Officer, Dir Upper

Service Appeal Under Section 04 of the

auy Service Tribunal Act, against the order dated

- 14.10.2016 upto the extent whereby the

absence  period from 06.06.2010 . to
| o
06.07.2020 and remaining intervening service

period was treated as Service without/pay, as

well as decision upon departmental  appeal

dated 13.09.2021 which was turned downed.

-/
©

7/9

\//U > 3 :

(Réspondents)




o P
—

. ' \_(;fa‘/

Prayer:

On acceptance of this appeal, the back benefits

in shape of monthly salaries as well as

increments may graciously be allowed to the

appellant. Ahy other rerlief deemed proper in the

circumstances of the case may kindly also be_

granted to the appeliant.

Respectful_ly Sheweth,

The appellant most respectfully submits as under:

1)

.2)

_That the appellant serving in the Police Depaftfnent_as a

Constable since 24.04.2001.

That earlier on 19.11.2009 the appellant was transferred
to Elite Force KPK but due to severe iliness he could not
attained the training program due to which he was:
dismissed from service vide order dated 29.03.2011.

That é'ppel.laht filed the departmental z;ppea'l but no-

_ o o _
response was given therefore he moved an; a»ppeal before

. this hon’ble tribunal which was allowed with the direction

of denove proceedings. '(Copy of judgment 6f'service

tribunal is attached) .
That thereafter denove proéeedihg were qonducfed‘
whereby recommendation of minor punishment was

suggested, hence the absence period of the appellant i.e.



. e
kN
5 - '9— / s
5. et .
v .

from 06.06.2010 to 06.07.2010 as well as the period in’

which the appellant was remamed out of servnce was’ aIso.

. treated as leave without pay vide Order No 08677 dated

6)

GROUNDS

b)

14.10.2016. (Copies of the denove inquiry and order are-

attached)

i

time mtervenmg period a leave without pay an appeal was

filed to the Regonal Police Officer Malakand region Saidu

. That agamst the said order upto the extent of. considering

Sharif Swat which was also turned down vide order No.

105/70-E dated 13.09.2021. (Copy is attached)

That aggrieved of the aforesaid order, applicant approach

this hon’ble court for redressal, inter alia upon the

following grounds.

That appellant is entitled for the grant of back benefits

because earlier harsh punishment -of dismissal from

service was accorded to the appellant without following
codal formalities. Due to which the appellant suffered a lot

therefore entitled for the back benefits.

That after dénove proceéding the ap~pelilan‘t was suggested

for minor punishment meaning thereby the earlier -harsh -

punishment of dismissal from service grar\:téd, to the

appellant was one of void order and upto this-ground too -

T |
he is entitled for back benefits. . ' 5




c) That even increments for the intervening period- dated
2010 to 2014 are not given / allocated to the appellant '

which is against the law and service rules.

d) That due to not giving increments to the appellant his
service career become spoiled which is a grave miscarriage

of justice.

It is, therefore, most humbly stated that on acceptance of
this appeal, the back benefits in shape of mbnthly
salaries as well as increments may graciously be allotted
/ allowed to the appellant. Any other relief deemed
proper in the circumstances$ of the case may kindly also
Appellanf : w
- Arif Ullah W |
Muhammad Zia Ullah ,
Syed Zia Ur Rehman Q. »

Advocates High Court,
Peshawar -

be granted to the appellant.

Through

Dated: 18.10.2021
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| BEFORE THE LEARNED |
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR .

Service Appeal‘No. /2021
Rasheed Ahmad |
‘ (Appe'llant)
VERSUS
Inspector G?;éneral of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa etc.
(Respondents) |

AFFIDAVIT

1, Rasheed Ahmad S/o Dost Muhammad R/o Gandaglr DII‘ Upper'

presently serving as Constable Belt No. 1119, DPO Dir Upper do |
hereby solemnly affirm and declare on Oath that the contents of

| instant appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge -

and behef and nothing has been concealed from this hon ble

Vi

 DEPONENT

tnbunaL

—————
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 APPEAL U/S 10 OF THE KPK REMOVAL FROM SERVICE
 (SPECIAL. POWERS) .ORDINANCE 2000 AGAINST THE
:.',ORDER DATED 29-03-2011 PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO 1 -
. WHERE BY THE APELLANT HAS BEEN DISMISSED FROM ~=

AGAINST WHICH, THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE
"APPELLANT HAS NOT BEEN RESPONDED DESPITE THE

‘ Gandlgar District Dir Upper
.( Appellant)

: Dlstrlct Pollce Ofﬂcer Dll‘ Upper
.'_Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand Reglon At Saidu
- Sharif Swat

‘TZ/ 012 -

Service Appéal No

o VERSUS | o S s%@&;@”f%

Deputy Commandant Elite Force KPK Peshawar
Commandant Elite Force KPK Peshawar ~
Provmcml Police Ofﬁcer, Khyber pukhtoon khwa Peshawar

(Respondents)

SERVICE, FROM THE . DATE . OF. HIS ABSENCE AND

' LAPSE OF MORE THAN NINETY DAYS

'PRAYER-

+ On acceptanee of -this appeal the impugned order dated 29-03-

2011 of respondent No 1 may kindly be set aside and the-appellant -

. may kindly be ordered to be remstated in Servnce with all back
. beneﬁts . -

[

: : Rcbpectiully Submltted- .

1. That the appellant .‘Lomed Pollce Department in FRP Malakand'
l*ﬂmitiﬁd%@u? Range Swat as Constable in the year 2001 and since then

filkd;

He FQW”“—'
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PRSI EL

Date of
order/
proceedings

Order or other proceedmgs with signature of Judge or.
Mag:strate

2 3. g
BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
Appeal No. 171/2012
Nisar Ahmad Vs, District Police Officer, Dir Uppcr etq; s
JUDGMENT T
10.03.9016 PIR BAKHSH SHAH, MEMBER.-  Appellant with

counsel (M1 F azal Shah Mohmand Advocate) and 81 Govt

Pleadel (Mr. Usman Gham) with Fazle Maula SI for the

respondents present.

2. .According to record, appellant‘ Nisar Ahmad - and

appellant Rashid Ahmad, both police corstable of district Dir

departmental appeals wérc not responded, hence_their ‘separate

appcals under Section 4 of the KPK Service | Fnbuml Act, 1974

- bclow this Tribunal

3. Unfortunately, the department failed to produce the
relevant record like the charge sheet, statement d'f allegations,

cnqmry 1eport so. much so that record p01ta1nmg to the said

Dir Upper issued a show cause notice to the appell

(Upper) were transferred to Elite-Force. For their absence from
duty there, th'gey were dismissed from service by DPO Dir Upper

vide his impugned order dated 29.3.2011. Since their

tr ansier order or recmd of his absence at the Ehte I"orce was also '

not produccd. The available materials on file shows that DPO |

ants dated |

[

A ST A TR RTINS AT P

AT e TS




10.32011. The appellant have submitted their replies to this

show cause notice. Thereafter, by way of the impugned order

dated 29.3.2011, the appeliant were dismissed from §ervice.

4. Arguments heard and record perused. Y

when the appellant was transferred to the Elite Force,. DPO Dir

5. The ,loamod ‘counsel for ijhe appellants submit’t_ed that |

was not compctent 1o have’ passed the 1mpuoncd order and thus

1hc order is without JUI‘lSd]Cthn He fmther subnnttcd that no

appellants nor a wny enquiry was conducted and 50 far the span of-
absence is conccmed there is a contradiction in reply of, the
Lcspondcm dcpaument He fl_llthCl‘ submitted that no plOpCl

procedure was adopted That the medical- certlﬁcatcs of the

lunlawful on this score. He argued that as the impugned order is

ppellmt cannot be legally refused but- it is ev1dent that thxs
aspect of the case was not taken into account by the competent

authority. He further submitted that no opportunity of personal

order has been passed with retrosp’ective effect which is also

w

charge sheet otatement of allegatlons was "issued to- the |

hcai‘ing was -providcd to the appellant and that the impugned

" | void, therefore, no limitation runs against such an order. He

further submitted that major penalty has been imposed against

the “appellants without conduct of proper euquiry whiéh

| unlawful. In support of hns contentlons leamed counsel for the

-appcllanl rcfeucd to NLR 1982 SCT 166 '7008 SCMR 214
ZOOS-PIJC(C.S)IOSS - 2009- SCMR 329 2009 SCMR-6 5 and

2011-SCMR-1220,

SR

T

R R
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6 : The appeal was rcswted by the leamed Sr GP. He

‘P llCC Headquarters, KPK Peshawar "which. shows that thie

b 7. From materials available on file it convcyed that the

The said sitvation is rcﬂectcd ﬁom perusal of the 1mpu0ned'

‘nothmg with celtamly can be stated ‘This may be observed that

| the appellant has Iemamed absent from duty and the plea of

submmcd a copy of letter No. 2910 I3/EC dated 18 09 2015 of | |

‘ DPO Dir. (Upper), addrcsscd to Addl, Ihspector General-of |

relevant 1ccord stands mlsphced and respons.1b1hty of which also. |
ﬁxcri Ion one Mua| Hussmn thcn Head Clerl\ and Tahlr |
Constable No. 525. He submltted that all 'c‘odal fqrinaliti;s havg
been complied with apd as the appesrl is 'tii‘pe'-hl‘j'zih'ed, 'flﬂerefoz'g,

the same may be dismissed, - o

appellant was initially sent f01 1he tralmng of Ehte Force

whereafter he absented himself and I'CpOlted back to Dir

wherefrom he was agam relieved to report to the Elite Force

ordcr bul as the 1elevar1t record is not av"ulable therefore,’

illness .taken by him does not seem o be conect but the
1cspondent-departmcnt falled to producc the charge sheet or
enquiry report issued to the appellant by DPO. D1r or the show s

cause notice 1ssued to the 1ppellant by the Ehte I“orce and | -

neither the '1bsence period is ccrtam nor tlnt when he was |

transferred to ]*ilte Forcc and whclhcr it ‘was a temporary |
Qe '
auangemcnl or r{xyr[? This aspect of the case is 1mportant as one

of the conlcnllons for thc appellant is . that DPO Du was not h

competent to have passed the unpugncd -order, It appears th'ar

the appeliant js, being Iamlltatcd m hxs dcicnce by the respondem




P

department who f-ailed to produoe the rclova.ht record against the

appollam and the ﬁxmg responslbxllty f01 misplacing of recmd

scems to be an eye wash The Tribunal is however consuamed ‘#@Q

that due to insufficient recmd and for lack of cogent reasons on

| behalf of the rcspondcnts to undo the 1mpugned order dated

29.03.2011. Consequcnﬂy, the impugned order is set aside. Thc

1cspondont dcpmtmcm is dncctcd to initiate denovo proceedings

7/ L ‘«;‘;:’,.-‘:.'.-?:.‘; o e

5

C

i

against the appelhnt by glvmg him full 0pp01tumty o[ hearing
and o demde the case afresh. Nccdless to ment10n that for ‘such
.dcnoyo proceedingo, the appellant is reinstatcd mto service. The
issue of back beno'ﬁts shall also be decided by the respondent
department afier such denovo -px'ocoedihgs.' .Th.e‘ 'appcal is

‘disposed off accordingly. Parties arc left to bear their own costs.

TFile be consigned to the record room.

3. This'judgment will also dispose off connected service

| appeal No. 172/2012 Rashid Ahmad, havmg comimion facts and |

quosnon of law in the same manner.

NNOUNCTD gi//// p,)/[’j{{_l(hsz/\ Sha}"‘

10.03 2016
. ,\'/Ié//\,l/\_/lo(-/)/ e

l'Cblm'u oY
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ST UE-RNEPOE S Aty

172/2012

10.3.2016

Advoqate) and Sr. Government Pleader (Mr. Usman Ghani) with
Fazle Maula; S.I for the respondents p1'¢5e11t. Arguments.heard
and. rec-ord- perused. Vide our detailed judgment of to-day in
‘connected service appeal No. 171/2012, titled “Nisar Ahma;d
Versus District Police Officer Dir Upper etc:”, this appeal is also
disposed off as per detailed judgment.-PartieS are left to bcl:ar\,

their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

AR T A R

ANNOUNCED,/ ) f // N

10.03.2016

P eshaway

Date of Prcarei

Mioalor

/602D ‘
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CORDLR. » - - L
o : oo

awar dcd [fumrhment of dismis ﬂed from Pohre Service vide thl“ ofﬁte OB No. 199/200
da*ed 29.03. 2011 They madd appea* o the competent authonty ahd the competent
g authonty re;ected their appeal Ex- constabies Nisar Ahmad No. 121 and Rshid Ahmad

" No. 181 gone on appeal to the Honorable Service Tnbunal KPK. Peshawar On

29.03; 2011, the Honorable S nur{, Tnhun.ll orderod in the detail ]udqment that the

'Jfore Jtated reasons the |mpuqned orders dated 29.03.2011 cannot be maintained. The

CLTy ‘ B o . —
N ‘.~,\1’ . ) . . ) .
) .

) g“onstableg N|J|| /\medd No 121 and Rashid. Ahmud No. 181 wuore

rase r; romnled to the respnnrlent- clomarment fnr fresh’ departmental enquiry « 1qnlnqt '

the appellants. strictly in accordance with law. Back benefits ete, will be Jub]ect to the

oulcome of fresh proceadings. The appeal is. dispos sed of accordingly in the aIthj

lerms. In response of the judgment nf Ilonorable Service tribunal Constables Nisar

*Ahmad No. 121 and Rashid Ahmad No. 181 are hereby re-instated into s sorvice with

“immediote cifect and sepatote fresh departimental enquiry will b initiated againut them

shortly.

lormo _______ N //"‘ R
y/%/ e R

Distiict Police Officer,
Dir Upper. }

. - A
Na. /7«3 3 - Z’/O _/GB, dated Dir Upper the. A | .01//2016‘

Copics of ahove is submitted for information 10:-

1. Worthy Regidnal Police Ofﬁcet Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat.

7. PA to Worthy DPO Dir Upper with the direction that a fresh enguiry may be
initiated, Mr. Mohy Ud Din Actmq DSP HQr_\, Dir LJpper appomted as quulry
officer.

P

District Police Officer,
Dir Upper. },7 :

- BTTEsTED
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i"( N o

-
S
SN IR

Lo




Tua

YT T
EOTXSETTReE N

e

/i .
e o | /
o © CHARGESHEET. - | Q) |
. !'1 l"' : : . . ‘ I?

‘ I Muhammad Athar Waheed Dnstnct Pohce Officer, Onr Uppcr as compctent : :

- authorlty, hereby charged you Constabie Rash1d Ahmad No. 1f19 while posted at Police .

Lines as follows - | " v o

.uul (I(_lll)(_ml(‘iy abs on’téd 9'0urs:(\lf from tralning
:06.06.2010 till

I\' lL{)OILL(J y()u wrll(ully

‘ program at Panakot S5G Etltu Centr(. Jato7al Nawshera with effect from

~ issuance of Show Cause Notlce on 06. 07.2010 and Charge Sheet aiong -with Summary
of Allcgatlon on 17.02. 2011 You falled to explain the. reasons behmd your long
dehbualc abscnco from duty ' ‘ ' ' '
2; * By reason of the above, you: apbear to be guilty -of criminal act and have
rendered yourself liable: to alI or any of the penalties specified in Ruie4 of the §
Disciplinary Rules 1975 :
3 You are ther efore requnrcd o submit your writ‘:ten‘reply within 07 days of SR
the |Lcupt of llm charge sheet Lo lhe cnqmry Officer. oo ‘ | S : ;
4. Your writté’n reply,' if any should reach 1o the Enquiry Officer within the . . :
specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put in " ;
. ' i
- and in that case the ex-parte action shall follow against you. "f
' i
[ntimate as to whether you desire to be heard in person or not? i
H
6. Staternent of allegation is enclosed. . |
: . ‘ : e e i
Lo ‘ 4
(MUI HAMMAD ATH/\R WAHEED) PSP ' 4
District Police Officer, ;
. Dir Upper. i
No./ §19 o4 /SB, Dated Dir Upper the )/3 [ ) /2016 i
4
Copy submntted Constable Rashid Ahmad No. 1119 while posted at
~ Police Lines your reply to the Charge Sheet with stlpulated period.

i

mm:zﬂ @ ZZ{




Ly 1 S | @ \% :
Ee | 3 _DISCIPLINARY ACTION.
I Muhdmmad Alha: Wahecd DL»[“C[ Potice O{ﬁccr Dl{ Uppcr as compelcnt
‘ ' 'aulhonty, IS Df the opinion that yqu Constable Rashld Ahmad No 1119 whrle posted at
Police Lines, thE lendered h|m IJable to he proceeded aqamst departmontally as you

have commlued the foilowmg acl;s/om:ssmn a‘s defined in' Ru1e~2 (m) of POIICC Rule

975, o S

| STTAT‘EM ENT OF ALLEGATION,

AT TR A A

Whereas the constabJe w:l!fully and dehberateiy absented himself from
- training program at Panakot SSG’ Elite Centre Jalozai Nawshera w;th effect from
06.06.2010 il issuance of Show Cause Nonce on 06.07.2010 and Chargc. Sheet a!ong- '
with Summary of Allegation. on 17. 02 2011. He failed to exptain the reasons hehind his

long deliberate absence from duty.

2. . Forthe purpose of sc‘rutinizing of the said accused with reference e to the
. above allcgataons Inspector Mahye Ud Din RI Police Lines, Dir Upper is appomted as -
the Enquiry Ofr‘ icer under the said Rules.

3. The Enquiry Officer shall conduct proceeding in accordance with provision,

of Police Rule 1975 and shall provide reasoneble-opportunity of defence and he:aring to
the accused official, record its findings and make within fifteen days (15) days of the -
“receipt of this order, recommendtion as to punishment or other appropriate action -

against the accused official.
4, The accused offidal shalf join the proceeding on the date time and pface '
fixed by the Enquiry Officer. . o : K ~ '
(MUHAMMAD ATHAR WAHEED) PSP
District Police Officer, -
- . P Dir Upper. S L
No. /£39. & /SB, Dated Dir Upper the _'?—:?/ // _.J2016. ST : N
R Copy of the above is forwarded to:- | ‘ '
1. rhe Enqunry Officer for mrtlatlng proceeding against the accused ofﬁc:al under
Polrce Rule 1975

2. Concerned defadllcu official.
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: T DISTRICT POLICE m«m ER, o
| o DIR Ul’l’t u : y
: . % "-:t : .';' .
: : ' . ()ltltl,"'

*This order \wll (hs]mxul ol the deavo uu]uuy of ¢ onstable Rashiil /\luu.ul No.

v

I ll‘)ut Wis I)MJM Palice. e .|hu\¢ named ¢ ons |hh Wi dl ||ll*"u| from AI\’IU \uli. Pistricl

|’ul|u Officer, l)n pru «mlu Nn. 109 dated "‘)()1 201 mnl the aheence! p«'rnnl [0

5 06.00.2010 o HG 07.2010 was tic l[Ld as leave without . p 1. The above Constable tited appeat in

o the Serviee Pribunal ; against the ahove mentioned mdu E :

The Service Tribunal in the |U(lg‘mcnl oulu d)lLd 10.03. ”()l(» re-ingtated  the

appdhml Canstable Rahid Ahmad No. ]ll‘) dl‘ld rcﬁm';lmd him in Service and placed the

mpur_ulunr ad Jiberty to canduet “denova” L‘m;lury ~rcp,:u'<lm;g :dlvn:mnns and charpers apainst e

k!
.

appeliang, .
In-the light of Service Tribunal Judgment order a denovo enquiry has been

mitiated avainst the above named ofTicial,

- S Mr. Mahye Uddin Khan R Police Lines was nominated as enquiry officer; the

enquity officer recommended that the absent period with eftect from 06.06.2010 to 06.07.2010 be
tented as Jeave withowt pay. '
Keeping in view the finding repogt of enquiry officer the absent period i

00062010 to 6:5.07.2010 in which remained out of service is also treated as leave wi'itout pay.

T T Order announced, - T T e T e
2 )
Lo (.
_ ~ District Police Officer,
- ' o =" Dir Upper.
8 No._ { 77“__,___ , e
i)}».t;-flu_/(/ / /4’;_/ 2016.
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iBetter Cbpv]

. OFFICEOETHE
' DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
~ DIRUPPER

ORDER

This order will disposed of the denovo enquiry of Constable Rashid Ahmad No. 1119
of this District Police. The above named Constable was dismissed from service vide District
- Police officer, Dir Upper Order No. 199 date 29. 03. 2011 and the absence period from

06.06.2010 to 06.07.2010 was treated as leave without pay. The above Constable filed

appeal in the Service Tribunal aga;nst the above mentioned order.

; ~ The Service Tribunal in the judgment order dated 10.03.2016 re-instated the
appellant Constable Rashid Ahmad No. 1119 and re-instated him in Service and placed the

respondent at iiberty to conduct “denovo” enquiry régarding allegations and chargers against

the appeliant.

In the light of Service Tribunal Judgment order a denovo enquiry has been initiated

“against the above named official.

Mr. Mahye Uddin Khan Rl Police Lines was nominated as enquiry officer, the enquiry
officer recommended that the absent period with effect from 06.06.2010 to 06.07.2010 be

A treated as leave without pay.

Keepmg in view the finding report of enquiry - officer the absent perlod i.e. 06.06.2010

to 06.07.2010.in which remained out of service is also treated as leave without pay.

Order announced. .

District Police Officer,
~ Dir Upper

OB No. 677
Dated: 14.10.2016
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4 Itis subnnltu.l that € onste ll)f{. Rasjml /\hnmd No. 1119 of this dNnLl l’nhw Wil ] ‘ : 1
t-hxuna\ul {rom service by [IIL then DPO Dir Uppu un 29.03.201 1, duc to the allepations that:- L ]
MII'(/\II()N\ K e i
o : - . _ ; o é’
- Thc defaulter constable \Vll]lul!\/ ln(l dLIIthIlL]y absented from i friing pl(lLl.IIIL %
C weed 00.06. 2010 10 06.07.2010 without prior pumlsston from his superior. i
. . b
el He.smade appeal before the Honorable Service T nbunal. The Service. Tribunal in a
Judgment order re-instated him in service with the direction to initiate de-novo procecdings -
against the appellant. The issue ol back benelits 5im|l also be deceided dltu de-novo proceedings
(mpv ol judpment order enclosed at F-A), ‘
30 "Mr. Mohy Uddin Ri I’OllLL me DirUpper was appointed as cnquuy officer; the enquir v i
alficer submitted fucding veport wd reconmended the defidter constable tor misor punishment. !
. ) — ;
1. ; © Asdhe previous order of punishiment ul dmmssal from service has been sel-aside by the
v Coneland e issue of hack benelits Teft on the nierey ol responded departiment, which is also (o A
“be decided. A ‘ » : :
submitted please. . : - B
:
t it
: . h
» - B
N — ]
g?’? oo B
i
///
. !
i




| . o R -'uAv‘
[Better Copyl

NOTE SHEET -

- REFERENCE ;\TTACHED ENQUIRY

- Sir, L N
it is submitted that Constable Rashid Ahmad No. 1119 of this District Police was
dismissed from service by then DPO Dir Upper on 29.03.2011, due to the allegations that:

ALLEGATIONS:

1 The defaulter constable wilifully and deliberately absented from training program ‘

w.e.f. 06.06.2010 to 06.07.2010 without prior permission form his superior.

2 He made appeal before the Honourable Service Tribunal. The Service Tribunal in a

judgment order re-instated him in service with the. direction to initate defhovo proceedings
against the appeliant. The issue of back benefits shall also be decided after de-novo

proceedings. (Copy of judgment order enclosed at F-A)

: 3. Mr. Mohy Uddin Ri Police Line Dir préf was appointed as enquiry officer, the
enquity officer submitted finding report and recommended the defaulter conistable for minor

‘ punishment.

4. As the previous order of punishment of dismissal from service has béen set-aside by |

~ the Court and the issue of back benefits feft on the mercy 6f respondent department, which is.

also tb be decided.

" Submitted please.

AR R R TR

A S

S AR

PO




UJVJ(/”)MJC&JWJI UJ’"MMUJ/‘//I'V]Q/JXIM). |
l}'l J Ln/-b.__, _h_du /Mj)”’d)ub x Lj/"l.z/"d/l;L ubnu‘uﬁ-g bw f"b/- -

— .L‘/

’

i ,- - { - 'duvw

S

2 umumu{mdﬂ; Uv

Jd/"b/'u/’ )U’"’L,[,b;n b_u'u(

Lu*)l)w 4 back benefat VL, uj»

b c8
=

x
b _,\-5

%%
o

ST e

Y T RS Vo b o s = Ak

T I e




 5&9&};‘ﬂ

l'- E ‘_"1/ ,;

—M >()(€(w;’ o

035 G ..

/’/)

. //\}/} f"' . /\u\ {

_.U A Y

/ % 7 o '.
/ﬁ/dl (,7 ( {UU

Sy

Z/j f u//ﬁ J”‘/
Jw O“\Jj 1 Lo ()/}ﬂ J\‘/,_Jw/,/(}// |

-

1,

J

|
(/w )) (/K PO /// W_//LW b 41”

i

/J//r/uf://fg/ ///\_/p )//)/ 0/ gj/)//) ol )/,__
J(/ /ﬂ L///?/)/J{ ;0 1\/(, //i___,/#,)/x//) . {// >_))/§
g@ﬂi

tjﬁw/\/)\_,)/))ﬁ(/ j//bjﬁ)u JJf/éd

//?{“///

y I | e ’ Y )//
)/jﬂLLwymyﬁbﬁm,ﬂ / /y
A = T I /// o x D DU// .
1'//¢}41,;/ﬂf&\2 (b U Za /’LL/ o
//)4/ { 3 P ‘// /)/ (U’db _,/f_';v _/{/;(////.

(W gl Ly¥ J»/"/
A / U//U/[J/.ﬁ__, w/’
I L G
()/‘U’\Y }-ﬁ’)/)})‘)lzf\)/ )JYQ;) C /UJ |
7

f&uﬂde/tw/

J/(/-/) /\({?ﬁ

(/j//LJ~/é l//(_,C- j /)J




%«ﬂw | "W o ‘/‘"'
c"f{] N9 /,2’/,/ oot

7 P “(Q-—))j
o8 L/O)\’ Uolﬂ ._,u!'//" O"
U"UJ}',‘#U”'\}/QJ J 34
) ?)’ C'/L/(J‘)(U’/‘/c”’ //{o/’“//’))“}//

ﬁ g J%’W}M'@tbf‘é
‘//)ucf/’wu“//*/'/” -
—

| =

o /)/\/”"7’

- - haﬂ/d’u
uU/L«u/d”’ /A_)/ _W/V/

¢ ,
- \,I)j’/"s//bg L/}go% ;/j_/w’),:.
/J')C}d olo /L)"‘

)/d“"’
l»/ /L«///V“’/tp/}w d -

- ‘ /) - /—-" : J‘
: ) / L & =
\,‘/UV"/Q)O/V) ot = g | 2 (/} )O// Q//

> ——/v’“’
2l uo“y//‘z!;""f/ 4 |

3 ‘g;&.‘r‘.-;}‘ nd

POV YRS T RO

CIUP R AT




S : . e note N A L e S B P R VA G P R o
R e T T AR J\;'..&.».ﬂ.l.?ﬁvd;..«w.ﬂ«‘;l#sﬁpﬂ..n AR T e S LT TN T N TR T T e Ty o e e L AL T SR P 278 G L TN O

A YT A S G A AT e T, b ot rpeeiatczocy S

1

~ l,l'l ::‘ :‘
!‘/){ ,f/ge .
Y
l;//‘ ;
T
//“
12
7
L P
":_j
,J/t Vo

¢
/ /3
~

//‘

s

[ 4

.{' /
P

/...

i~
o
i
r -~
g Ve v
e
!/‘
I

Lo
e
4
el é’._—, -.-_l'
v

J
e
.

1
L
r',’ /
//"
‘—_ e '/J‘ ‘{
g,

v

A\

e A o o e 2 T e S e e R







«
/.
ey
s

‘. r@' G ‘ . @

O f"‘ —‘j:/\

i y-’_——

=l '2;;“)' et
\LA.\._\‘ ' :wm.\r,’}‘)_\il/f
e ' OFFICE OF THE
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER, MALAKAND

SAIDU SHARIF SWAT.
Ph:.0946-9240381-88 & Fax No. 0946-9240390

Email: digmalakand@yahoo.com

ORDER:
This order will dispose of appeal of Const'xble Rashid Ahmad No. 1119 of D1r

Upper District for grant of pay for the period of absence i.e from 06/06/2010 to 06/07/2010 and the penod

he spent out of service.
Brief facts of the case are that Constabie R‘ashid Ahmed No. 1119 absented himself

_ from training program with effect from 06/06/2010 to 06/07/2010 he was issued Charge Sheet coupled with
statement of allegation and departmental proceeding was initiated against the delinquent Constable. During
the departmental proceeding the delinquent Constable could not produce any cogent reason in his self
defense. Therefore the then District Police Officer Dir-Upper awarded him major punishment of d1smlssal
from service vide OB No. 199, dated 29/03/2011. His departmental appeal was filed and he filed service
appeal No. 172/2012 before the August Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar which was
decided on 10/03/2016 and re-instead into service with direction to the department to conduct the denove:
departmcntal proceeding -against him, He was re-instated into s,erynce in the light of Judgment dated
10/03/2016 of competent forum vide DPO Dir Upper OB No. 299, dated 21/0472016. He was issued Charge
Sheet coupled with statement of allegation and Rl Police Line Muhi ud Din was appointed as Enquiry
Officer. The Enqulry Officer recorded the statément of concemed ofﬁoials-'ls well as defaulter Constable.
the Enquxry Officer in findi ing submitted that the allegation of absence from tr'nnmg program proved against
the delinquent official w1thout ary shadow of doubt and recommended his abscnre as well as mtervemng

vperlod / remained out from service as leave with pay as well as awarding minor pumshment to him,
Therefore, the then District Police Officer Dir Upper agreed wnth finding of Enquiry Officer and counted
his absence period ‘from 06/06/2010 to 06/07/2010 as well as mlervcmng period as leave without pay vide

0B No. 677, dqted 14/10/2016

He was called in Orderly Room on 09/09/2021 and heard him in person. The
appellant could not produce any substantial material in his defense, Therefore, agreed with the order passed  »
by District Police Officer, Dir Upper and his appeal is hereby filed. )

Order announced.

D% WNo . (n'\.ai‘ Z‘

A - O( - AP l/\ : - Regu hal Police Officer,
) . ~ . Malakand Region, Saidu Sharif Swat
' : . - *Naqi*
No. ) 0 67 O e, .. ] R . e

N

Dated ‘ S"OI — 0zl.

“‘Copy 1o District Pnllco Officer, Dir Upper with (Pferencc ro his office Memo: No.

© 24028 dated 15/07/2021. Scivice Raoli and Fauji Missal of the above numed officer is returned herewith
for record in your office. ' ' '
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PO TS APPISLLANT. ‘ T
Lospeetfuliy Sh awelliz
L Thet the appellail Joined Police Department ds
{catinie .'/:'.?/"' i ;’.Jr;/‘f:'(" i vear 2001 and siee e '
perforned s dutios swith honesty and  full .
doevoiion. | : | ’. ' ‘;-
2. That the ap pellant was ransferred lol /;/c Foree | ' ’
A CRPR on 191172009 e selected for training. I J
' ‘nr(;“;fr}f/n hit due Lo illness, coutded not u!/em/:f/_?c'- F
G, 1“:/uuu’m., fic s dismissed - fioin
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Cated: -

e

L

the deails of giher, also the apiellant wvas
A e 4 R : Bt P )

o “‘-_ ;;: L :. 3 ", _.,‘f
—unable (o had pérformed his duticy e e

That the Distiici | solice Gfficer DirUpper has

Iy

not agreed. lo -the finding of Inquiry Officer

WO asSIening ainieas o,

. :
ML

Tl /:’u‘~.-,;l-;wi/m/_/"i'um 06/06:2010 10 060772010

Liees hoon trogied as leave without pay and the

H

of the entire period.

That even there is mis-application of law, and

the order iy as such void ab-initio.

It iy, iierefore, most lumbly prayed
thut on  acceptunce of this appeal, the
impugned order dared 1471072016 af  the

Districi Police Officer, Dir Upper may kindly

o

be set-aside and the appellant may kindly be
paid e bengfits including salaries ele of the

entire period from 06/0672010 1o 21/042016.

Appcilant

g

W

Rashead Ahmad
Constable No 1119
District-Police Dir Upper.
Cell No:-

appeliant as such is entitled to the huack benefits ™
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iBetter Copv}

BEFORE THE DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE

MALAKAND REGION AT SAIDU SHARIF SWAT -

Subject: DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL __AGAISNT THE

ORDER DATED 14.10.2016 PASSED BY THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, DIR UPPER,
WHEREBY THE ABSENT PERIOD FROM
06.06.2010 TO 06.07.2010 HAS BEEN TREATED
AS LEAVE WITHOTU PAYA ND FOR THE
PAYMENT OF SALARIES W.E.F. 06.06.2010 TO
21.04.2014 TO THE APPELLANT. |

Respectfully Sheweth,

1.

That the appellant' joined Police VDepartment as
Constable in police in year 2001 and since then
'performed his duties with honesty and full devotion.

That the appellant was transferred to Elite Force
KPK on 19.11.2009 and selected .for training
program, but due to illness, could not attend the
same, whereafter; he was dismissed from s_e‘r:vice-, |
against which he filed departmental appeal} and
thereafter approach KPK Service Tribunal,
Peshawar. Finally his Service appeal No. 171/2012
was allowed, the dismissal order was set aside and |
the case was remitted to the




[Better Coipyl

Department for denovo proceedlngs however the .

question of back beneflts was to be decnded after

denovo proceedings. (Copy of order and judgment _.

of Service Tribunal is enclosed as Annexure "A”)

That the aplp,ellant was reinstated into serl/ice on

| 21.04.2106, charge sheet with statement of
allegation was issued to him which the appellant |

replied, whereafter an illegal inquiry was conducted
and the appellant was recommended -for minor

penalty. (Copy of charge shest, reply and inquiry

rebort are enclosed as Annexure B,C &D)

. That the authority again se'nl the inquiry to "the--

[nquiry Officer to clearly state whether the appellant

be given back benefits or not and accordingly the ."

: anu:ry officer agatn gave flndlng that the appellant

is not entstled to the back beneflts (Copy of note -

lsheet and oplmon of the mqulry officer dated
©.05.10.2016 are enclo_sed, as annexure ESF)

That finally, vide impugned order'daled 14;10.2016_' :

of the Distrlct Police Officer, Dir Upper, the absent,

period from 06.06.2010 to 06.07.2010 was treated
as leave without pay (Copy of the order is

enclosed as Annexure G)
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[Better Copy]

That the irhpugned order’da{éd 14.10.“2016 of the

T T T S R e S s Pl .ot
PTG T TR R A R I P A s R P RN

8.
Diétrict Police Officer, Dir Upper not 'paying the
benefits including salaries of the perlod from %
06.06.2010 to 21.04.2016 is agamst the law, facts - i
and pnnc:ples of justice on ground inter alia as g
follows: " ' ‘i
GROUNDS: x S
‘a. That the impugned order is illegal and voud ab-mltlo N :

being passed in utter v10|atlon of law, rules and
policy on the subject. : | F

b. That the appellant has not been treated in
accordance with law and rule SOn the subject.

c. That no Show Cause Notice was communicated to
the appeliant nor proper inquiry in the matter Was

- conducted.

d. That the absence from duty was not wilfull and
deliberate, rather the same was because .of
clrcumstances compeliing in nature ‘and were: also
:beyond the control of the appeliant, dge to |




M

iBett ey Copvl

The death of mother, also the a_ppellant was unable
to had performed his duties. | |

“‘“rat the district Police Officer, Dir Upper has’ not :
agreed to the finding of Inqusry Ofﬁcer wrthout

assrgnmg any reason.

lhat the perlod from 06 06 2010 to 06. 07 2010 has
been treated as leave wrthout pay and the appellant

as such is entitied to the back benefits of the entlre o

period. .

That even there is mis-application of law, and the -

* order is as such void ab-initio.

it is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on |
acceptance of this appeal, the mpugned order
dated 14.10.2016 of the District Police Officer,

Dir Upper may kindly be set-aside and the
appeliant rhay. kindly be paid the benefits

including salaries etc. of the entire period from

08.06.2010 to 21.04.2016.
Appellant‘ |

Rasheed Ahmad
. Constable No. 1119
District Police Dir Upper
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- BEF ORE THE KHYB ER PAKHTUNKHWA SLRVI CE

- TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Serv1ce Appeal No 7722 of 2021

“ 'Rasheed Ahmad DlStIlCt D1r Upper Ex- Constable No 100.1.' |

s | ‘(Appella_nt) o
Versus. c -

1. The Pr0v1nC1al Pohce Otﬁcer Khyber Pakhtunl\hwa |

' Peohawar

o 2. The Reglonal Pohce Ofﬁcer Malakand Dev151on at Swat. --
-3 The District Pohce Ofﬁcer Upper Dir. ‘

(Respondents)

" Index

,D'(')cum.e_nt's:. o T | Annexures - o Pageg
1 : .Peréw.iseCormnentéA'. T PENEE 13
2 | "Powe'ro"f'A;:tomey‘ T B - o .4 '
BT Afdavit — - s
'4A 1 Copy of de novo - enqunry - A :. : 6
Report N o | , _ |
5'. - 1 Copy oferder N B T 7

- Inspector Legal, -
. Dir upper. .




S BFFORE THE KHYBI R I’AKHTUNKHWA SERVICE' .

. TRI BUNAL PESHAWAR

' Servxce Appeal No 772? of7 )2]

o Rasheed Ahmad Dlstuct Dir Loper Ex— Constable No lOO o

| | (Appcllant) )
. Versus. o :

1 The Prov1n01al Pollee ()llmu Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

4 Peshawar , .

- . 2. The Reglonal Pohce Officer, Malakand Dev151on At Swat -
3. The Dlstrlct Pohce Ofﬁcer Uppe1 D1r

(Respondents)

o PARA WISE REPLY BY RESPONDENTS
o Respectfully Sheweth

L Respondents submit as under -

- Prehmmary objectlons :

That the 1nstant service Appeal is not mamtamable in
the present form and llable to be d1smlssed

That the Appellant has got’ no cause of actlon and
~ locus stand1 to ﬁle the 1nstant Appeal '

That the Appellant is estopped due to his own
: .conduct - - '

That the Appellant has ooneealed'the_material facts o .

from the'-Honorable Service T r'ibunal.

. l That Jurlsd10t1011 of thls Honorable serv1oe Trlbunal. o

has wrongly beon mvoked




6. That the Appeal is bad due to mis-joinder and non-
Jomder of nec essary pames -

e That thev Appe'al is ba_rred_ by law&_limitations.

| ON FACTS.

1 Correct

- 2 Incorrect, the appellant absented himself from duty )
| w1thout plausrble reasons and the competent
authorrty after proper scrutmy of record" found the .
appellant guilty: of mlsconduct and dismissed the
:.appellant from service. o

3. Correct to the " extent that the honorable service

~ Tribunal. judgment wherein the * appeal of the

' ‘appellant was allowed with the directions to conduct

De-novo enquily and 'in compliance the De-novo

proceedmgs were. conducted. - The competent
~ authority in ltght of lhe recommendatlons of enquiry

. officer, ‘counted the absence period as without pay.
- Furthermore ‘the departmental appeal filed by the
~ appellant was. found groundless hence rejected(Copy
of de-novo enquiry report and order of DPO attached

as annexure A and B) ‘ | :

4 Incorrect. The de-novo proceedmgs conducted by the
'respondents on the (directions of the honorable'
~ service tr1bunal and proper procedure adopted’in the
enquiry by giving opportunrty of personal hearing to
the appellant but he could not satisfied the enquiry
officer regardmg the absence perrod Therefore the
competent authority, on the recommendations of the
- enquiry officer t_reated the absence period as leave |

- without pay. - -' “ |

-5 Incorrect the-':d'epa'rtmental .“appeal filed 'by ‘the
- appellant found groundless, hence rightly rejected by
the competent authority. -



6 Reply to thlS Para 1s glven in the prelrmmary

obje ect1ons

’; GROUNDS
A Incorrect all codal f01 malltres have been adopted

"properly -and  after scrutmy of whole record,
- conduct of the appellant ‘the period of absence

was counted as leave ‘without pay and the '
prlnc1ples of ¢ no work no pay, is matntamed in the -
casein hand. - |

B Incorrect as per d1rect10ns of honorable service - B
| trlbunal the appellant was re-instated into service

~but during De- novo process, he failed to, advance -
any plau51ble reasons regardmg deliberate absence
from duty. The - competent authorrty on the

recommendatlons of engquiry ofﬁcer treated the

absence perlod as leave without pay.

| C Incorrect, the Judgment of service -tribunal has

been fully followed and the appellant was treated

- as per law/rules.

o D Incorrect, no mlscatrlage of justrce is commltted

P»r.ayfe'r _'

- by the respondcnts and the appeliant. faced all R

these due to his OWn. mlsconduct

E _Keeplng in view the above facts and reasons, it 1S . |
'humbly prayed that on the acceptance of this Para
- wise comments the appeal of the. appellant may

| please be drsmrssed wrth cost



R"e.giy.onal Police Ofﬁcefr.,' N

DlStrlCt Pollce Ofﬁcer,

].’r'ovil_lciali’bliceOfﬁcer, S . /y
'Khyb_"er Pakhtunkhwa,Peshawar. C 7 . Z/

Malakand.at Saidu Sharif, Swat. e
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u.’;l.lf‘."e ‘.‘)l cr!* 1\\1

‘- Uppcr Dlr



| 3 The Drstrrct Pohce Ofﬁcer Upper Drr

. ,BEF ORE THE KHYBLR PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
| | TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR ' |

o Service Appeal No 7722 of 2021: o
| ‘-:Rasheed Ahmad Dlstrrct D1r Upper Ex— Constable No 100

. (Appellant)
Versus P L

B 1 The Provrncral Pohce Ofﬁcer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar

| .‘.2 The Reglonal Pohce Ofﬁcer Malakand Devrslon At Swat

o o (Respo’ndents) ',
Power of Attorney |

We, the under51gned ‘do hereby. authorrzed Aoy gw Inspector' A

L Legal to’ appear on our behalf before the honorable Service Trlbunal in the cited above .

" case on each and every date. -

o He is also authorlzed to ﬁle para wise comments/ reply, prefer B
o appeal and to submlt the relevant documents before the Tnbunal '

" ,Reepondcnts:. SR .

: Provincial Pohce Ofﬁcer, <
o -Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

-‘ Reglonal Pollce Ofﬁcer, A
: Malakand at Saldu Sharlf Swat

- District’ Pollce Ofﬁcer,
v Dlr upper ‘




- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
Servrce Appeal No 7722 of 2021

g Rasheed Ahmad Dlstrrct D1r Upper Ex Constable No 100 ':_

(Appel‘lant)' -
Versus : S '

‘ 1 The Provmcral Pohce Ofﬁcer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
| 2 The Reglonal Polrce Ofﬁcer Malakand Devrsron At Swat
' 3The D1str1ct Pohce Ofﬁcer Upper D1r |

(Respondents)
Aflldav1t

I Nagr @@z} Inspector/Legal do-hereby solemnly affirm and declared that the;

- contents of para wise reply are truc and cofrect to-the best of my knowledge and behef

' and nothmg has been- concealed from this honorable court

" DEPONENT
g\ vagi ks Inspector
Y. chal, Upper Dir.
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. OFFiCE OF THE |
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, N
DIR UPI’ER

BERREE Order. - ‘
Tlus Oldel wnll dlSpOSGd of the denovo enqulry of Constable Rashxd Ahmad No.

' lll9 ot tlus Dlstrtct Pohce The above named Constable was dlsmtssed from serv1ce VIde Dlstnct :
' l’ohce Otﬁcer Dn Upper ordet No 199 datcd 29.03.2011 and the absence perlod from ‘.
.06 06 2010 to 06 07 2010 was tteated as leave W1thout pay The above Constable ﬁled appeal in .

- - the Serv1ce Tnbunal against the above rnenttoned order

. The Service: Tnbunal in the Judgment order dated 10 03. 2016 re-lnstated the'
' .appellant Constable Rahxd Ahmad No. 1119 and Te- mstated him m Serv1ce and placed ‘the
) reSpondent at hberty to conduct “denovo enquu'y regardmg allegattons and chargers agamst the |

appellant

In the llght of Serv1ce Tnbunal Judgment order a denovo enqulry has been
.1mttated agamst the above named official. |

Mr Mahye Uddin Khan' RI Police. Ltnes was normnated as enqu1ry ofﬁcer the “

| enqulry officer recommended that the absent pertod with effect from 06. 06 2010 to 06. 07 2010 be |
o treated as leave thhout pay ' -

-

Keepmg in v1ew the fmdmg report’ of enqulry ofﬁcer the absent penod I e -
06 06 2010 to 06 07.2010 ] 1n which rematned out’ of serv1ce is also treated as leave w1thout pay.
| Order announced

.. : : OB No. 677
' '.--;_Dated /(/ /[0/ 2016




